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A judge is disqualified from acting in a cause where the judge has an interest in the subject 
matter of the suit. 


Ordinarily, a person cannot be judge of the person's own cause, and such principle has been so 


long and well recognized that it is regarded as a maxim of law.” As a general rule, sometimes 
by virtue of constitutional or statutory provisions, an interest in the subject matter of a suit will 


disqualify a judge from acting therein.’ The rule is subject to exceptions in cases of necessity“ as 
where a judge is required to participate in a decision, notwithstanding a personal interest, if there 


is no other judge available to hear and decide the case.” The type of interest that requires recusal 
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cannot be defined with precision.° The interest which will disqualify a judge from trying a case 
depends on the circumstances and relationships, ’ and in various instances, a judge's interest has 


been held not to require a disqualification.® 


Statutes disqualifying judges on the ground of interest are absolute,” mandatory, |” and 
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jurisdictional. They will be liberally construed. ^ It is beyond the scope of legislative authority 
to confer on a party to a controversy or one interested therein, the power to act as judge in such 
cause. = 
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